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Sir: 

In reply to the March 6, 2008 Final Office Action and the June 2, 2008 Personal 
Interview, reconsideration of the above-identified application is respectfully requested in light 
of the following remarks. Claims 1-13 are pending in this application. 

The courtesies extended to Applicant's representative by Examiner Lett at the 
interview held June 2, 2008 are appreciated. The reasons presented at the interview as 
warranting favorable action are incorporated into the remarks below and constitute 
Applicant's record of the interview. 

Claims 1-5 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) over U.S. Patent No. 
6,707,566 to Endoh. Applicant respectfully traverses the rejection. 

Claim 1 calls for a storage section that stores the unique identification data, the unique 
identification data including at least a vendor ID assigned to a manufacturer of the electronic 
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apparatus and a product ED assigned to the electronic apparatus as model information. Claim 
12 calls for similar features. 

The Office Action, on page 3, states that Endoh teaches a printer identifier (ID), which 
reads on the vendor ID and the product ID recited in independent claims 1 and 12. However, 
as discussed with Examiner Lett at the personal interview, the printer identifier only 
distinguishes between the individual printers, much like the claimed product ID. Therefore, 
the printer identifier cannot be interpreted to also read on the vendor ID. 

Furthermore, as agreed upon by Examiner Lett, the group address disclosed in Endoh 
also fails to read on the claijmed vendor ID. Endoh's group address is not assigned to the 
manufacturer, as called for in independent claims 1 and 12, but rather the user to recognize 
the grouping of an assortment of printers has allocated the group address "100" or "200." 

Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests that the rejection be withdrawn. 

Claims 6-1 1 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) over Endoh in view of U.S. 
Patent No. 7,099,026 to Hren. Applicant respectfully traverses the rejection. 

Claims 6 recites, "input information further includes a password." 

As discussed with Examiner Lett, Hren fails to disclose or suggest that the password 
is included in the input information that is sent to the electronic apparatus by an external 
device. Instead, Hren discloses that customer service representative at an external location 
creates the password, the password is then passed along to the customer, and the customer 
enters the password into the printer to receive validation to use various extra features, (see 
Hren's col. 5, line 43 to col. 6, line 9). Thus, Hren's password is not sent by an external 
device within input information, which also includes apparatus information and operation 
information (see Applicant's independent claims 1 and 12), to the electronic apparatus. 

Claim 7 recites, "comprising a password storing section that stores a unique 
password." 
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As discussed with Examiner Lett, Hren does not include a password storing section. 
Hren only discloses the generation of the printer version 33 of the pass code that is compared 
to the customer pass code 23 for validation consideration, (see Hren's col. 6,lines 15-24). 
Thus, there is no need for Hren to include a password storing section because the printer 
version 33 pass code is only used once for validation purposes. 

Claim 8 recites, "comprising a changing section that changes the unique password to a 
new unique password based on a command, the command being further included in the input 
information." 

As discussed and agreed upon by Examiner Lett, Hren does not disclose the ability to 
send a command through the input information and change the unique password. Hren only 
generates one printer version 33 pass code based upon the printer 12 serial number 26 for a 
one time event. Thus, the printer version 33 pass code is not allowed to be further changed to 
another unique pass code by a command, as called for in dependent claim 8. 

Hren fails to overcome the deficiencies Endoh as mentioned above, with respect to 
independent claims 1 and 12. Thus, at least in view of the patentably distinct features of 
independent claims 1 and 12, as well as for the additional features recited therein, the 
rejections of claims 6-1 1 and 13 should be withdrawn. 

Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests that the rejection be withdrawn. 

In view of the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that this application is in 
condition for allowance. Favorable reconsideration and prompt allowance of the claims are 
earnestly solicited. 
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Should the Examiner believe that anything further would be desirable in order to place 
this application in even better condition for allowance, the Examiner is invited to contact the 
undersigned at the telephone number set forth below. 

Respectfully submitted, 




Rodney H. Rothwell, Jr. 
Registration No. 60,728 



JAO:RHR/khm 



Date: June 6, 2008 



DEPOSIT ACCOUNT USE 



Oliff & BERRIDGE, PLC 
P.O. Box 19928 
Alexandria, Virginia 22320 
Telephone: (703) 836-6400 



AUTHORIZATION 



Please grant any extension 



necessary for entry; 



Charge any fee due to our 
Deposit Account No. 15-0461 



